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p- 104, ‘Roiten ' for ' Kotien ;' p. 824, 'Hunt’ for ‘Hurst’ In vl L
p- 188 the Epghsh transiation of Lechler’s Wiciif, by Lorimer, might
be mentioned. J. P. WaITHATY.

Jatalogua des Actes &’ Henri I, Roi de France. Pur Fripinio BxENERL
(Bibliothdque de I'Ecocls des Hautes Etodes,’ OLXI* Fascicule.)
(Paris: Champion. 1007.)

M. Seanta has here cortinued tho stodies of which he pablished & first

instalment in the Positions das Thises of the Ecols des Chartes for 1801,

His work is sdmirably thorongh, giving lista of all the known oopies of

documents evan in ¢ases where the original oxista and bas basn consulted.

1t is not hig fanlt that the harvest turns out to be small. The

contains only 185 noitices, some of which refer to lost documents;

and while in some eurious detauls it corroborates or supplements ths

narratives of the chroniclers the amount of naw information' which
it affords is small. It is intereating to compare this cataloguse with
that of Angevin documenis recently puoblished by M. Halphen.'

Sinoe there exist a certain number of chariers to which both Henry I

and Geoffrey Martsel are parties the iwo ecollections overlap. It is

diffienlt, npon examining the points of coniect, to avoid the sonclusion
that M. Beshnde in his relatively narrow fleld of inquiry shows grester
thoroughness than his eolleague, No. 70 in the collection of M. Halphen
corregponds to no. 71 in the present work. M. Bohnés has unearthed
the original, while M. Halphen merely cites a copy ; and 1n hus analysis

M. Halphen omits to notice that the grans is confirmed by Henry T and

Thibault of Blois. M. Halphen farthermore sdopts without explanation

the date oonjecturally assigned by Mabille; but M. Behnée dissusses

and rejects this date, There are, in the collection of M. Boehnds,
amlysos of four documents {nos. 98, 108, 107, 118) which have » baaring
upon Angevin history but are not catalogued by M. Halphan. Finally,
if we compare no. 111 in the catalogue of M. Halphen with no. 81 in that
of M. Bhnées it is at-once apparent that we are dealing with one and ‘the
samo document. But M. Scehnée calls attention to its most interesting
fsature, the mention of & Frankish form of manumission : the so-called
royal form, in which the chief caremony is that of knooking & coin out of
the freedman’s hand. It must not be supposed that the stadent cun
afford to rely oxclumvely upon the catalogue of M. Smhnée. Careful
thoagh he is he sometimea omits to notice s fact of firsi-rats importance.

In the cass of the dooument last cited he ignores the attestation ‘of

Geoffrey Martal ; and similarly in np. 81 he does 1ot tall us that Robert

of Burgundy here appears as one of ihe king's sssessors in s plaid royal.

B0 little is known sbout the relations of the great feudatories with the

early Capets that thesa sitestations have a real valus for historians,

It is indeod s matter for regret that the editors of Fremch caialogues

should maks a point of omitting listsa of witnesses oven when they are

deacribing unpublished materials
We naturally turn to such s catalogue for fresh light on Norman
history. But the results of the search are disappointing. It in sugges-

La Comis & Anjow ou XI' Bidels, pp. 257 f1.
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tive that we discover meetings between Henry and the count of Anjon
in the yoars preceding the battles of Arques and Yaraville (now. 91, 88,
107). On the firet ocoasion the count comea to Orlsans; on the second
the king goes io Angers ‘on the business of the kingdom.” Three other
charters are dated at the siege of Thimert (nos. 114, 115, 116}, We
notice that, while M. Halphen gives the year as 106900, M. Behnde
profers 1058-9. Another document (no. 88), which falls within the
yoars 1082-5, is of some intersst ag throwing light npon the fief of
Belléme. Here Ivo of Belléms acknowledges that he holds the cell of
Saints Gauburge in Belléme &3 & fief from the king. This shonld be
compared with no. 176 in the catalogue of M., Halphen, where Hugh of
Rooé, in granting away the church of St Mariin at Belléms, scknow-
ledges as his suzerains the bishop of Béex, the count of Anjou, and
Eudes the brother of Henry I, bui makes no mention of the duke of
Rormandy. Presumably the bishop of Séex is here merely inviled to
oonflrm in his charaster of dicoesan. That being so, we have two alear
oases in which lands lying within the fief of Belléme are regarded aa
independent of Normandy, It is interesting to note that s spurious
charter, noticed by M, Halphen,* makes William of Belldme exempt his
foundation of 8¢ Leonard from ihe jursdiction of the ordinary with the
consent of King Robert and the bishop of Sées. Hare Belldme appesss
as a flef held immediately from the crown. The date of the forgery
must be carly, since the quarrel to whish it relstes was seiiled aboud
1187 ;% and the document may therefore be treated as of some authodiy
for the position beld by William. By the year 1079 Belléme was hald
immediately from the duke of Normandy.* H. W. 0. Davis.

Racharches hisiorigues ot topographiquer sur les Compagnons ds Guil-
loums s Congwérant. Par Ermevxs Duroxr. (8t. Servan:
Privataly printed. 1907.)

Tars iw the first part of a work intended to cover the whale region from
which WilHam’'s followers were drawn. Ii deals with the Norman
department of [a Manche, five departments of Brittany, and four of
Paiton, togethar with Ariols, the Boulonnais, and Balgiuom (Fianders).
M. Dupani very properly insists on the need of geogrsphical aconracy in
detarmining ihe localities from which came the conquerors of England.
It is, no doubt, in this direction that Franch saholars can render us the
most servioe by otilising local kmowledge of place-namaee, ruins, snd
earthworks. Unforiunaiely, in spite of the aothor's eritical remarks on
thoss who have preceded him in this #ald, and whoss arrors he under-
takes to correct, his own methods are prehimoric. For William's
followers ho uses, in addition to Domeasday, the * Listes,’ which eovar the
diseredited Batile Abbey Roll and the modern scientifically compilsd
list of M. Léopold Delisle.  As an amsazing instance of confusion we may
cdto from the introduction this pasiage: —

La réclt de la bataills d'Haslings, dans le Romar de Row de Waes (vers
7849 A 3885) peut Hre considérd comme 1a plus ancienne liste des ecmbatiants

* Op. cit. p. 340
' Bound, Calemdar of Docwmanis, Frames, p 480, Ik, p. 499.
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